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Faculty Senate
May 3, 2004
2:30 p.m., E156 Student Union
1. Call to Order

2. Approval of Minutes for April 5, 2004
Minutes located at: www.wright.edu/admin/senate/minutes/Apr04SenMin.html

3. Report of the University President or Chief Academic Officer

4. Report of the Senate Executive Committee: Jack Dustin
A. UGEC Report: Henry Limouze (Attachment A)

5. Written Committee Reports and Attendance (Attachment B)
A. Faculty Budget Priority Committee: Jack Dustin
B. Non-Bargaining Unit Faculty Affairs Committee: Carole Endres
C. Undergraduate Curriculum & Academic Policy Committee: Tom Sav
D. Buildings & Grounds Committee: Shelley Jagow
E. Information Technology Committee: Vince Yen
F. Student Affairs Committee: Margaret Clark Graham
G. Student Petitions Committee: KT Mechlin

6. Council Reports

7. Old Business
A. COSM Program Change: B.A. and B.S. Psychology – Tom Sav
http://www.wright.edu/~tom.sav/ucapc/0004/fsreport/psy.pdf
B. CONH Program Change: B.S. Nursing, BEACON Program – Tom Sav
http://www.wright.edu/~tom.sav/ucapc/0004/fsreport/beacon.pdf
C. CECS Program Change: B.S. Mechanical Engineering – Tom Sav
http://www.wright.edu/~tom.sav/ucapc/0004/fsreport/me.pdf
D. CECS Program Change: B.S. Material Science & Engineering – Tom Sav
http://www.wright.edu/~tom.sav/ucapc/0004/fsreport/mse.pdf
E. GE Program Change: Area VI College Component-CECS Addition of ISE 210–Henry Limouze
Available in the Faculty Office, 138 Fawcett Hall
F. GE Program Change: Area V Natural Sciences-Sequence Substitutions/Courses–Henry Limouze
http://www.wright.edu/~tom.sav/ucapc/0004/fsreport/geseqsub.pdf

8. New Business
A. Proposed Faculty Senate Meeting Dates for 2004-05
Monday, September 20, 2004, 2:45
Monday, October 11, 2004, 2:45
Monday, November 15, 2004, 2:45
Monday, January 10, 2005, 2:45
Monday, February 7, 2005, 2:45
Monday, March 7, 2005, 2:45
Monday, April 4, 2005, 2:45
Monday, May 2, 2005, 2:45
Monday, June 6, 2005, 2:45
B. CECS Program Change: B.S. in Engineering Physics – Tom Sav
http://www.wright.edu/~tom.sav/ucapc/0004/minutes/ep.pdf
C. COLA Program Change: B.A. in Criminal Justice – Tom Sav
http://www.wright.edu/~tom.sav/ucapc/0004/minutes/justice.pdf
D. Academic Policy Change: Fresh Start Program Policy – Tom Sav

http://www.wright.edu/~tom.sav/ucapc/0004/minutes/freshchg.pdf

9. Adjournment
A. Spring Quarter General Faculty Meeting: Tuesday, May 18, 2004, E163 Student Union
B. Faculty Senate: Monday, June 7, 2004, E156 Student Union

Attachment A
University General Education Committee, April 16, 2004
Present: Candace Cherrington (CONH), Valerie Doll (CEHS), Jeanne Fraker (UVC), Lillie Howard (Provost), Daniel Ketcha (CoSM), Joe
Law (WAC), Evan Osborne (RSCoB), David Reynolds (CECS), Henry Limouze (CoLA, Chair)
1. Minutes from March 4 were approved.
2. The committee considered the proposal for SM 205, which addressed only the WI status of the course. The question was raised
whether the course had been approved by GEIC earlier. It appears it had not been. In that case, CoSM will need to submit a full GE
Course Proposal. Action was tabled pending submission of a full course proposal.
3. The committee accepted the proposals from CoLA to withdraw SW 272 from GE Area 2 (it will remain a course in Area 6) and to
withdraw SOC 205 from GE Areas 3 and 6. These will be forwarded to UCAPC.
4. The committee considered the assessment proposal for Area 4—Human Expression received from Joe Law and Randall Paul and
tabled at the last meeting. The committee will send recommendations for improvements to Dr. Law and Dr. Paul. The discussion
included consideration of a structure for conducting assessment that the committee may adopt for all areas.
5. The committee considered the assessment proposal for Area 5—Natural Sciences received from Tim Wood. The committee will send
recommendations for improvements to Dr. Wood.
6. The committee postponed action on the revised plan for Area 1—Writing received from Richard Bullock. This plan will be considered
at the next UGEC meeting.
7. The committee heard a report from Dr. Ed Rutter on the situation of MTH 145 and other GE Math courses relative to the Ohio Transfer
Module. The solution adopted by Vice President Howard, Dean Wheatly, and the Department of Mathematics and Statistics will be to
withdraw MTH 145 and 143 and STT 264 from consideration for the transfer module. Currently MTH 228 and 230 and STT 265 are
approved for this purpose. Dr. Rutter is confident that with some revision STT 160 would also receive approval. The committee
discussed the need to revise the presentation of GE courses in each area. The current system, which lists a "standard" GE course and
places "substitutions" for that course in footnotes, no longer reflects the reality of the GE program structure. However, the committee will
maintain that format for the time being, while it solicits and evaluates assessment plans from area lead faculty which have been based on
the older assumptions. Over time, a more flexible listing of course alternatives within each area of GE will replace the current approach.
8. The committee discussed further the question of GE staffing. It will consider a draft recommendation on staffing issues at the next
meeting.
The meeting adjourned at 4:55 P.M

Attachment B
Committee Reports to Senate
Monday, May 3, 2004, 2:30 p.m.
E156 Student Union
Faculty Budget Priority – Jack Dustin
No report.
Non-Bargaining Unit Faculty Affairs – Carole Endres
Additional policies have been forwarded to Dr. Bill Rickert who will take them before the Council of Deans for review.
Undergraduate Curriculum & Academic Policy – Tom Sav
The UCAPC Report to the Faculty Senate Meeting of May 3 is available at:

http://www.wright.edu/~tom.sav/ucapc/0004/fsreport/8fsrep.htm

Buildings & Grounds – Shelley Jagow

Members Present: Shelley Jagow, COLA, Chair; Jim Amon, COSM; Rudy Fichtenbaum, RS COB; Scott Graham, CEHS. Ex-officio
David Hopkins, Provost; Matthew Filipic, Vice President Business
Members: Vicky Davidson, Facilities Planning. Guests:
and Fiscal Affairs; James Runkle, Biological Sciences.
The University Buildings and Grounds Committee met on April 21, 2004 in 248 University Hall. Much discussion took place on the
potential construction location of the Athletic Pavilion. Jim Amon and James Runkle provided a handout describing the opposition
to locating the proposed facility in the grassy area across from the Nutter Center. Some of these reasons are briefly identified as
follows:
1.
2.
3.
4.

location violates borders of Biology Preserve
potential damage to interior woods when edge trees are removed
increase runoff to the stream will increase erosion and decrease water quality
potential disruption to the Indiana bat, a federally listed endangered species

Some concerns were expressed on the perception of the priority of recreation versus education and how projects would be valuable
to a larger student body. Provost Hopkins explained the beneficial impact on other university areas that would be opened up as a
result of the new pavilion facility. A viable compromise was unable to be concluded, so Shelley suggested that Vicky arrange a
meeting with the Biology Preserve Committee and the current architects of the pavilion project. At such a meeting, further
discussion will take place that may ponder various scenarios that may arrive at an agreeable solution for all concerned parties.
Rudy Fichtenbaum suggested the committee draft a policy that would suggest guidelines for donors with regard to name recognition on
campus buildings. There seemed to be disparity of such practices in relation to Wright State University and other campuses.
Information Technology – Vince Yen

April 7, 2004
Present: Vince Yen, RSCOB (Chair), Dan DeStephen, CTL, Paul Hernandez, CaTS, David Little, SOM, Brenda Mobley, SOPP, T.K.
Prasad, CECS
1. Minutes of the February 2 meeting were reviewed and approved.
2. Faculty Research Needs Survey:
The committee discussed the need for a survey of WSU faculty to address specifically: (a) What information technology needs
do the faculty have for support of research; (b) How well WSU supports these needs; and (c) How WSU can improve its support for
the research needs of the faculty.
The committee discussed the catalog being developed by Terri Klaus, and a group which includes CTL, CaTS, and the
University Libraries. This catalog will provide faculty with detailed information about all IT services available through each of these
units. The project was initiated in response to the previous faculty survey. It has expanded in scope, and will most likely be ready for
distribution in the fall of 2004.
The consensus of this committee was that a faculty research needs survey, at this point in time, would be premature until the
faculty is better informed about existing resources. It was decided that the survey will be planned for Winter 2005, after the catalog
has been distributed and used by the faculty. Drs. Prasad and Wantz have begun to conceptualize the research needs survey, and will
continue in their efforts to develop an instrument for the projected 2005 survey.
3. Follow-up Survey of Faculty IT Needs
After the successful survey performed in the spring of 2003, the Committee discussed the need for regular follow-up surveys to
monitor the evolving IT needs of the faculty. It was recommended that a similar survey be conducted approximately every two years.
Several issues were raised in response to this recommendation:
a. A similar faculty research needs survey should also be conducted periodically, as discussed in the previous item.
b. Issues from the Office of Research and Sponsored Programs (RSP) might also be included in the survey.
c. The University NCA Accreditation visit is scheduled for 2006, and will require an extensive report to be prepared in advance
of the visit. It is likely that this report will place major demands on faculty time, and decrease the responsiveness of the
faculty to an IT survey during that period.

After discussion, the committee decided to combine the follow-up IT survey with the faculty research needs survey, and solicit the
input of RSP in developing the new instrument. The committee proposes to distribute the survey early in the Winter Quarter 2005, in
hopes that it will be completed before the bulk of the NCA report begins.
4. University Classrooms of the Future Committee
The University Classrooms of the Future Committee report was reviewed. This group arose, in part, as a result of the recent IT
survey. Its function is to examine the use of campus classroom space, both in terms of logistic and technological issues. Number and
size of classrooms, scheduling and availability, and technological capability of classroom space were examined.
Findings of the University Classrooms of the Future Committee (UCFC) included:
Increasing use of technology in electronic classrooms has caused an upward migration of classes. Small classes are moving to
larger rooms where educational technologies are more easily available.
Small, non-electronic classrooms are under-utilized.
The UCFC recommended that the University accelerate installation and implementation of electronic classrooms.
The IT Committee discussed a number of issues in response to this report. A chief concern is the number of support personnel

which will be necessary to accommodate the increasing prevalence of electronic classrooms and growing demands for educational
technology. CTL is stretched very thin in its current role of supporting electronic classrooms, and delivering portable equipment to
non-electronic rooms. Most faculty requests for educational technology are reasonable, but it some instances there are excessive
demands for equipment which may not be essential for the class. Potential solutions to this problem were discussed, including:
Faculty education regarding appropriate use of educational technology;
User fees for CTL services;
Providing all faculty with laptop computers.
The idea of providing all faculty with laptop computers has several advantages, but significant disadvantages. Off-campus faculty
and teaching sites would benefit greatly. On-campus faculty would face issues of budget, battery life, and durability of equipment.
Previous efforts to equip faculty with needed technology have proven difficult to sustain at WSU (Faculty Computer Initiative) and
other institutions.
These issues will be raised by CTL at the next Faculty Senate meeting, in response to the recommendations of the University
Classrooms of the Future Committee.
5. Review of Accomplishments of the IT Committee
Successfully designed the Faculty IT Needs survey instrument
Successfully completed the Faculty IT Needs survey
Solicited responses from CTL, CaTS, and University Libraries to expressed IT needs of faculty
Stimulated the creation of the IT resource catalog being developed by Terri Klaus
Initiated the development of the Faculty Research Needs survey instrument
Contributed to the conceptual basis for the formation of the University Classrooms of the Future Committee
6. Information Item
Paul Hernandez reported to the Committee that wireless printing is now available in the basement of the main library. Similar
services will soon be available in all wireless areas across the campus via charge card access.
CaTS has evaluated newer technologies to increase the speed of wireless printing, these newer innovations are not yet ready for
implementation. The faster technologies have significant shortcomings including a shorter radius, and channel access limitations.
7. Next Meeting
It was recommended that members of the IT Committee participate in tours (or “site visits”) to examine the existing IT
resources available to the faculty. One or more tours will be arranged for the next Committee meeting, with dates and times to be
announced by Dr. Yen.
Student Affairs – Margaret Clark Graham
No report.
Student Petitions – KT Mechlin
No report.

WRIGHT STATE UNIVERSITY
FACULTY SENATE MINUTES
Monday May 3, 2004
Minutes reviewed by University Faculty President Jack Dustin and University Registrar, Dave Sauter. Prepared by the
Office of the Registrar.

I.

Call to Order:
Senators: (those present in bold) Baker, Marjorie; Chamberlain, Ava; Duke, Janice; Fichtenbaum, Rudy;
Fossum, Eric; Foy, Brent; Goldstein, David; Houston, Maggie; Lauf, Peter; Lemkau, Jeanne; Leung, Jackson;
Lindsey, Jill; McNutt, Mindy; Menart, James; Meyer, Cheryl; Edwards, Jean (for Nagey, Allen); O’Brien,
Mari; Reynolds, David; Rizki, Mateen; Sayer, Cathy; Seitz, David; Self, Eileen; Traynor, Tom; Vermeersch,
Patricia; Voss, Dan; Walbroehl, Gordon; Wolner, Kathleen.

Faculty President - Dustin, Jack; Faculty President Elect - Pringle, Drew; President (Ex-officio/non-voting)
Goldenberg, Kim; Provost (Ex-officio/non-voting) - Hopkins, David; Parliamentarian - Sav, Tom; Secretary Sauter, Dave

II.

Approval of the Minutes:
The minutes of the April 5, 2004, meeting were approved as written with the notation of the word “Approved” added
for the drop date policy
Located at: http://www.wright.edu/admin/senate/minutes/Apr04SenMin.html

III.

Report of the President – Dr. Goldenberg
· The US Supreme Court landmark decision on Brown vs. Board of Education, and it’s legacy will be hosted at a
WSU symposium on May 11 and 12. Kudos to Dean Greg Bernhardt and his faculty and staff.
· Our Model UN team of 33 students led by Professors Schlagheck and Leuherman received the two highest awards
·
·
·
·

·

competing against 24 countries at the UN. This is the 25th year of awards.
An International Friendship Affair, one of the largest in the Midwest, showcased the cultures of our students from
nearly 70 countries.
Asian Heritage events led by Ms. Mai Nguyen were celebrated in several evenings where over 500 participants
enjoyed cultural performances from our students and community.
A federal HUD grant was awarded to the Center for Urban and Public Affairs, led by Jack Dustin, to help empower
Townview, a neighborhood in Trotwood to build for the future.
Quest for Community – a statewide conference in diversity, led by Mr. Jeff Vernooy was hosted at WSU with
hundreds of faculty, staff and students. Dean Berkwood Farmer helped to bring in a guest speaker, Doug Wilder,
the first African-American Senator and Governor from Virginia.
Nationally, the Academy of Criminal Justice, benefited from research presentations by graduate students, led by
Professor Cheryl Meyer, in the School of Professional Psychology.
· Q & A:
o Senator Dustin asked about the outcome of the Governor’s Commission on higher Education and the
Economy. President Goldenberg noted that the report will indicate the importance of a compact between
higher education, state government and the business community with the latter asked to be a major advocate
for support of higher education. There are recommendations for an ambitious goal of 30% increase in the rate
of enrollment growth for Ohio over 10 years and continued support for the third frontier- allocated research
and collaborations among universities of which we benefit. Also important were the initial ideas that were

suggested, but ultimately not recommended e.g. centralization of board governance in Columbus.
o If anyone was interested, President Goldenberg volunteered to discuss further details.
IV.

Report of the Provost – Dr. Hopkins
· Confirmation from NCA that they will be visiting campus May 15-17 2006 These dates are now confirmed.
· Effective May 3, 2003, the Provost’s Office has approved these items: Due Process Mechanism and Salary and
Inequity Appeal Procedure The following were approved on April 5, 2004: Academic Freedom and Professional
Responsibilities; Annual Faculty Evaluation Policy; and Discipline Policy and the Drop Date Policy;
· We continue to carefully analyze budgets and staffing and will continue to grow full-time faculty as appropriate.
Student credit hours in the fall of 1992 peaked at 196,575. In the fall of 2002, SCHS were 197,504, and 206,696
in the fall of 2003. Student headcount in the fall of 1992 was 17,657 and in the fall of 2003 it was 16,729. In
1992, we had 678 full-time faculty and in 2003, we had 704.
· A subcommittee of the Council of Deans will present (COD meeting on Tuesday, May 4, 2004) draft
recommendations on improving inclusion and timeliness in the capital planning process. Drs. Dustin and Pringle
will be in attendance for the discussion. The recommendations resulting from the discussion will be forwarded to
the Building and Grounds Committee for review and advice.
· The benefits of the Athletic Pavilion project were discussed with the Building and Grounds Committee on April
21. The 1985 Master Plan was shared which indicated the grassy area across form the Nutter Center was
identified as developable land. A 106-acre no-build zone was identified in 1985. The proposed location of the
Pavilion is not in the identified area. Ongoing discussions are occurring with representatives from the Biology
Preserve Committee and architects to explore a viable solution on this location.
· Academic facilities are built without an expectation of an endowment to support operating expenses. In some
instances (Russ expansion), funding is derived from multiple sources (state and donors). It has been rare to fund
the construction of a facility with entirely private funds.
· Comment from senator regarding number of faculty: 678 vs. 704, When we voted for collective bargaining
there were 410 faculty eligible to vote then and today the number is still 410.
· Question from senator regarding student credit hours being more relevant to staffing than headcount and
Provost Hopkins concurred. Also, comment regarding VP of instruction and Curriculum to be involved in that
discussion. Provost Hopkins noted that VP Howard is also Dean of University College.

V.

Report of the Senate Executive Committee: Jack Dustin
A. UGEC Report: Henry Limouze (Attachment A, April 16 meeting and hard copy of April 30).
· A senator asked when GE assessment should begin; Dr. Limouze responded that the committee is encouraging
Lead Faculty to begin area assessment activities as soon as possible.
· Question from Senate President Dustin regarding classes that do not meet the OBR Transfer Module criteria.
Response: The university will not try to resubmit MTH 145, MTH 143, and STT 160 for the Transfer Module.
These classes currently meet the Area One math requirements of GE and will continue to do so. But not all
math courses that meet our GE requirements will meet the state transfer module requirement. Senate President
Dustin asked how a student will find that out. Response: advisors within UC will inform students about the
Transfer Module, information will be placed on the web, and a footnote will be added to the GE Manual. It is
clear that MTH 145 will not be passed by OBR, and so there needs to be a very clear messages to students
about MTH 145 not satisfying the transfer module. “If you are planning to transfer…” could be part of that
text, since MTH 145 may be transferred, but not in the OBR Transfer Module. MTH 230 and STT 265 are
current transfer module courses and are current GE math substitution courses. A senator commented that
many students take MTH 128 or MTH 129 on their way to other requirement such as MTH 228 and then
ultimately transfer out. Will MTH 128 be allowed as an appropriate course for GE math? Response: That is
not under consideration.
· Senate President Dustin asked a question regarding staffing issues. UGEC is drafting a statement addressing
staffing issues. The committee has examined data comparing Fall 1997 to Fall 2003. The number of GE
credit hours taught by full-time tenure-line faculty is about the same, down only 4.6%. However, the number
of total credit hours in GE has gone up 68% .

B. Quadrennial Review update. NCA process is moving along, including a May 19 “kick-off” for all committees.
VI.

Standing Committee Reports and Attendance (Attachment B)
Faculty Budget Priority Committee: Jack Dustin (no report)
Non-Bargaining Unit Faculty Affairs Committee: Carole Endres (Attachment B)
Undergraduate Curriculum & Academic Policy Committee: Tom Sav (Attachment B)
Buildings & Grounds Committee: Rudy Fichtenbaum deferred to Professor Jim Runkle reading a letter he has
prepared. He commented that things are moving quickly regarding additional discussion.
· Senator question regarding potential disruption of the Indiana Bat, which is federally listed on the endangered
species list, as what are the federal ramifications of disrupting that site for us? Dr. Runkle commented that
some in the department feel that a full impact statement will need to be made before any tree can be cut.
Others in the department are not sure that is necessary. It is important to talk to someone from the Fish &
Wildlife Service before cutting begins to clarify the rules. Comment from Provost Hopkins that 80-90 of the
200 acres are the Biology Preserve. Accommodations to reduce construction impact and to provide appropriate
drainage are being identified.
· Question from Senate President Dustin regarding the “buffer zone” around the Preserve/woods. Response that
the reserve is one area; there are other parts of the woods we use heavily. Dr. Runkle emphasized that a
building on that site would only be acceptable if it does not break through the woods’ edge, and that
appropriate drainage (drainage away from the Biology Preserve) occur throughout that site.
E. Information Technology Committee: Vince Yen (Attachment B)
F. Student Affairs Committee: Margaret Clark Graham (no report)
G. Student Petitions Committee: KT Mechlin (no report)

A.
B.
C.
D.

VII.

Council Reports:
A. Athletic Council: no report, but conversation from Senator requesting a review of the policy for athletic
scholarships, specifically using that scholarship for five years. If students complete their undergraduate degree in
four years, are they able to utilize that fifth year for graduate study? CEHS has been able to use scholarship for the
fifth year for teachers, and perhaps not for athletics. Senator Reynolds, Chair of Academic Affairs Committee on
Athletic Council, commented that using the fifth year was very specific to certain education majors and they are
only covered up to their licensure not their masters degree. Request faculty to review their programs for additional
fifth-year requirements. A Senator member of that committee added that eventually the plan is to have a more
generalized statement that enables other programs to have four additional quarters, such as accounting majors who
need the fifth year MBA to sit for the accountancy exam. Senator commented that perhaps we should consider
ANY student being able to continue into a fifth year with the scholarship having completed their undergraduate
degree in less time. Senator commented that if a higher proportion of students use their scholarship for five years,
less scholarship dollars will be available for use. The only students in education who qualify for the fifth year as
graduate students opposed to undergraduates are those the state requires to have completed a bachelor’s degree in
a content area for an Adolescent and Young Adult License or have a double major for a middle school license.

VIII.

Old Business: Motion to approve items A-F; Motions Approved
A. COSM Program Change: B.A. and B.S. Psychology – Tom Sav
http://www.wright.edu/~tom.sav/ucapc/0004/fsreport/psy.pdf
B. CONH Program Change: B.S. Nursing, BEACON Program – Tom Sav
http://www.wright.edu/~tom.sav/ucapc/0004/fsreport/beacon.pdf
C. CECS Program Change: B.S. Mechanical Engineering – Tom Sav
http://www.wright.edu/~tom.sav/ucapc/0004/fsreport/me.pdf
D. CECS Program Change: B.S. Material Science & Engineering – Tom Sav
http://www.wright.edu/~tom.sav/ucapc/0004/fsreport/mse.pdf
E. GE Program Change: Area VI College Component-CECS Addition of ISE 210–Henry Limouze
Available in the Faculty Office, 138 Fawcett Hall
F. GE Program Change: Area V Natural Sciences-Sequence Substitutions/Courses–Henry Limouze
http://www.wright.edu/~tom.sav/ucapc/0004/fsreport/geseqsub.pdf

IX.

New Business
A. Proposed Faculty Senate Meeting Dates for 2004-05 (E156 SU)
Monday, September 20, 2004, 2:45
Monday, October 11, 2004, 2:45
Monday, November 15, 2004, 2:45
Monday, January 10, 2005, 2:45
Monday, February 7, 2005, 2:45
Monday, March 7, 2005, 2:45
Monday, April 4, 2005, 2:45
Monday, May 2, 2005, 2:45
Monday, June 6, 2005, 2:45
· Approved as old business for June 7, 2004 Faculty Senate meeting
B. CECS Program Change: B.S. in Engineering Physics – Tom Sav
http://www.wright.edu/~tom.sav/ucapc/0004/minutes/ep.pdf
· Approved as old business for June 7, 2004 Faculty Senate meeting
C. COLA Program Change: B.A. in Criminal Justice – Tom Sav
http://www.wright.edu/~tom.sav/ucapc/0004/minutes/justice.pdf
· Approved as old business for June 7, 2004 Faculty Senate meeting
D. Academic Policy Change: Fresh Start Program Policy – Tom Sav
http://www.wright.edu/~tom.sav/ucapc/0004/minutes/freshchg.pdf
Senator question regarding limit, and result was one time ability for Fresh Start. Other issues were
housecleaning in nature. Senator objection as to the ability to have a Fresh Start program if student does not
have grades other than D/F/X grades, and that this issue should be reviewed for particular circumstances.
Senator commented that, as an example, in nursing programs students are recommended to petition Fresh
Start so that they can meet requirements of a new intended major.
· Approved as old business for June 7, 2004 Faculty Senate meeting

X.

Announcements:
A. Spring Quarter General Faculty Meeting: Tuesday, May 18, 2004, E163 Student Union
B. Faculty Senate: Monday, June 7, 2004, E156 Student Union

XI.

Adjournment:
The meeting adjourned at 4:00 p.m.

